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Examiner Duffy, 
See attached results. 

If you have any questions about this search feel free to contact me at any time. 

Thank you for using STIC search services! 

Toby Port 
X22523 




STIC-Biotech/ChemLib 



From: Duffy, Patricia 

Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2005 4:21 PM 

To: STIC-Biotech/ChemLib 

Subject: sequence search 09/446,677 

Importance: High 



In re: 09/446,677 

Please search SEQ ID NOS:2, 4, 6 and 8 and oligomers thereof. 

Patricia A. Duffy, Ph.D. 
Art Unit 1645 

Remsen 3B05; Mailbox 3C18 
571-272-0855 
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********************* 

Searcher: 

Searcher Phone: 

Date Searcher Picked up:_ 

Date completed: 

Searcher Prep Time: 

Online Time: 



********************* 

Type of Search 

NA# AA#: 

S/L: Oligomer: 

Encode/Transl : 

Structure #: Text: 

Inventor: Litigation: 



******************** 

Vendors and cost where applicable 

STN: 

DIALOG: 

OUESTEL/ORBIT: . 

LEXIS/NEXIS: 

SEQUENCE SYSTEM: 

WWW/Internet: 

Other (Specify): 




STIC SEARCH RESULTS 
FEEDBACK FORM 




Questions about the scope or the results of the search? Contact the searcher or contact 

Mary Hale, Information Branch Supervisor 
Remsen Bldg. 01 D86 
571-272-2507 
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> I am an examiner in Workgroup: 



Example: 1610 



> Relevant prior art found, search results used as follows: 

□ 102 rejection 

□ 1 03 rejection 

□ Cited as being of interest. 

□ Helped examiner better understand the invention. 

□ Helped examiner better understand the state of the art in their technology. 

Types of relevant prior art found: 

□ Foreign Patent(s) 

□ Non-Patent Literature 

Gournal articles, conference proceedings, new product announcements etc.) 

> Relevant prior art not found: 

□ Results verified the lack of relevant prior art (helped determine patentability). 

□ Results were not useful in determining patentability or understanding the invention. 



Comments: 



